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MEAN-FIELD SPIN MODELS - FLUCTUATION OF THE
MAGNETIZATION AND MAXIMUM LIKELIHOOD
ESTIMATOR

VAN HAO CAN * ADRIAN ROLLIN |

Abstract

Consider the mean-field spin models where the Gibbs measure of
each configuration depends only on its magnetization. Based on the
Stein and Laplace methods, we give a new and short proof for the
scaling limit theorems with convergence rate for the magnetization in
a perturbed model. As an application, we derive the scaling limit
theorems for the maximum likelihood estimator in linear models.

1 INTRODUCTION

The Ising model was originally proposed for the purpose to study the prop-
erties of ferromagnetic materials, but it has become since a prototype spin
model on general graphs, see Ellis (1985); Hofstad (20214); Niss (2005,
2009). Recently, it has also become a model for describing the pairwise
interactions in networks, see e.g. Contucci and Giardina (2013), Geman and
Graffigne (1986); Green and Richardson (2002) for its application in social
networks, computer vision, and biology. However, in some situations, pair-
wise interaction is not enough to express the dependence of spins in networks,
which motivated the study of higher-order Ising models, where multi-atom
interactions are allowed; see for example Heringa, Blote and Hooglan (1989);
Suzuki (1972); Yamashiro, Ohkuwa, Nishimori and Lidar (2019). As far as
we know, one of the first rigorous results in this direction is due to Mukher-
jee, Son and Bhattacharya (2021), who considered the p-spin Curie-Weiss
model for p > 2, given by the Gibbs measure

n
fn(w) o exp % Z wil...wip—i—thi , weQ,={1-1}",
i=1

1<it,enip<n
(1.1)

where 8 > 0 denotes the inverse temperature and where h € R denotes the
external field; here and below, for any measure p, the notation u(w) o< f(w)
means that the value of p(w) is proportional to f(w) up to a normalising
constant that only depends on the model parameters. In (1.1), all possible p-
tuples in the complete graph of size n contribute to the Hamiltonian, and
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hence to the corresponding Gibbs measure, and it can therefore be rewritten

as
w1+ ...+ wpy
)

fin(w) o< exp(n(Be? + ha)), @ = -

(1.2)

and using this compact form and the Laplace method, Mukherjee, Son and
Bhattacharya (2021) and Mukherjee, Son and Bhattacharya (2021+) inves-
tigated the fluctuation of the magnetization w, as well as the maximum
likelihood estimators for the parameters S and h.

In this article, we go further and study the fluctuation of the magnetisa-
tion the case where the interaction can be expressed by a general (smooth
enough) function of @ instead of just being a polynomial of w as in (1.2).
Consider the generalized linear model

‘{Z LW = 1}{

n

:un(w) O(exp(n(ﬁlfl((:}+)+...+Blfl((:}+))), Wy = ’ (1'3)
where f1,..., f; are smooth functions and (1, ..., 8; are real-valued model pa-
rameters. Note that w; = (w+1)/2, and so studying @ and @ is equivalent.
Particularly, if we choose [ = 2 and fi(a) =2a—1, f1 = h, fa(a) = (2a—1)P,
and By = 3, we obtain the p-spin Curie-Weiss model in (1.2).

Denoting X,, = [{i : w; = 1}| = nwy, the linear model (1.3) can be
characterized by the simpler model

P[X, = k] x exp (nF(k/n)) (”) 0< k<n,

where
F(a) = pifila) +...4+ Bifila),  a€][0,1].
Observe further that

%log <Z> ~I(k/n), I(a)=—aloga+ (a—1)log(l—a),

here, I is the entropy function. Combining Stein’s method for normal ap-
proximation and Laplace’s method, we derive a complete description of the
fluctuation of w; (and thus, w). It turns out that the order of the fluc-
tuation depends on the order of regularity of the maximizers of a func-
tion A : [0,1] — R given as

A(a) = F(a) + I(a). (1.4)

For instance, if A has a unique maximizer at, say, a, € (0,1) and if this
maximizer is 2m-regular, that is, if A(k)(a*) =0forl <k <2m-1
and if A®™(a,) < 0, then our general result implies that @, concentrates
around a, and the order of concentration is n—1/(2m)

The second question we address in this article is the construction of
suitable estimators of the model parameters. The maximum likelihood esti-
mators (MLEs) in the p-spin Curie-Weiss model was studied by Comets and
Gidas (1991) for p = 2 and by Mukherjee, Son and Bhattacharya (2021+)
for p > 3, and for Markov random fields on lattices by Comets (1992);

Pickard (1987). The maximum pseudo likelihood estimation problem of the



Ising model on general graphs has been discussed by Chatterjee (2007) and
Ghosal and Mukherjee (2020). We refer to Mukherjee, Son and Bhattacharya
(2021+) and the references therein for further discussion on the history and
development of the problem.

In this article, we follow the usual approach to construct the MLE for each
parameter [3; using only one sample w. In fact, we can construct a consistent
estimator Bi,n of B; using only the quantity @ ; see more in Section 4. Apart
from consistency, we can also show that, after suitable scaling, ﬁA@n — Bi
converges to a non-degenerate random variable. A standard approach to
study the fluctuation and scaling limits of Bi,n is to prove limit theorems for
a perturbed model of (1.3); see for example Comets and Gidas (1991) and
Mukherjee, Son and Bhattacharya (2021+) for p-spin Curie-Weiss models.

In the general setting, we consider the perturbed model

P[X, = k] x exp(nAn(k/n) + nl/(2m)Bn(/<:/n)>, 0<k<n, (1.5)

where A,, B, : {0, %, ...,1} = R; here, A, is the main term driving the
model and B,, is the perturbation. We assume in addition that A, and B,
are well approximated by smooth functions A, B : [0,1] — R and 2m is the
regularity order of the maximizers of A. Particularly, for the linear model
(1.3), the knowledge of the fluctuation of X,, with A given by (1.4) and B
suitably chosen would lead to the scaling limit of estimators BLn, ey Bl,n of
the linear model (1.3). We refer to Section 4 for detailed proofs.

The usual strategy to investigate the Gibbs measure of the form (1.3)
(or the more general form (1.5)) is using Laplace’s method to prove the
concentration and scaling limit of magnetization around maximizers of A(a).
This approach usually requires many tedious and difficult computations of
exponential functionals. Our main innovation in the study of the perturbed
model (1.5) is exploiting Stein’s method to avoid some of these complicated
computations. Moreover, as a additional bonus of using Stein’s method,
we also obtain the rate of convergence in our limit theorems. We refer to
Section 2 for more details.

We briefly summarize the main findings of this paper.

> In Theorems 2.1-2.3, combining Stein’s and Laplace’s methods, we
give a short proof for scaling limit theorems of the magnetization (or
for X,,) with convergence rate in Wasserstein distance. This distance
measures the difference of random variables over the space of test func-
tions having bounded first derivative.

> In Theorem 4.1, applying the limit theorems of magnetization in per-
tubed models, we show the scaling limits of maximum likelihood esti-
mators of the linear model form (1.3).

1.1 Notation

For any random variables X and Y, we consider the Kolmogorov and Wasser-
stein probability metrics, defined as

dg (X,Y) =sup |P[X < t] - P[Y <],
teR



dw(X,Y) = sup [ER(X)—EhR(Y)|.
[P/]I<1

For a > 0, we denote by N*(0,a) (resp. N~(0,a)) the positive (resp. neg-
ative) half-normal distribution, that is the distribution of |N(0,a)| (resp.
—|N(0,a)|). Let X be a random variable with density p(z). We write p(x)
f(z) if p(x) is proportional to f(z) up to a normalizing constant, and in
such a case, we also write X oc f(z) if X has distribution with density given
by p(z). Let f and g be two real functions. We write f = O(g) if there
exists a universal constant C' > 0 such that f(z) < Cg(z) for all z in the
domain of f and g. We also write f = g + O(h) when |f — g| = O(|h|),
and write f = exp(g + O(h)) if |log f — g| = O(|h|). In some cases, we
write f = Os(g) to emphasize that the constant C' may depend on 6.

2 THE MAGNETIZATION IN PERTURBED MODELS

Let A, B, : {0,1/n,...,1} — R and m, € N. We consider the integer-
valued random variable X,, defined by the model

1
P[X, = k] = Z—eXp(Hn(k/n))7 0<k<n,
where

H,(k/n) = nA,(k/n) + nownBn(k/n), o4, =n"/Em)
Zy = Zexp(Hn(k:/n)).
k=0

In what follows, we will make use of various technical assumptions. Let e,
d«, and C, be positive constants, let (a;,m;);es be a finite collection of pairs
with a; € (0,1) and m; € N for j € J, and let A, B : [0,1] — R be functions
such that A € C?™*1([0,1]) and B € C2([0,1]). Consider the following
assumptions:

(A1) (aj)jes are all the maximizers of A, and maxje;m; = m,. We
have A'(a;) = ... = A=Y (a;) = 0 and MAaX|; <6, ACM) () < 0
for all j € J. The intervals (a; — 0«,a; + 0«), j € J, are disjoint and

contained in (0, 1).

(A2) For n large enough and for all £ for which |k/n —a;| > 0, for all j € J,
we have

Ap(k/n) < m[%ﬁ] A(x) — ey, |Bp(k/n)| < Cs.
z€|0,

(A3) For n large enough and for all k and ¢ for which there is j € J such
that |k/n — a;j| < 6, and |[¢/n — aj| < 0, , we have

|An(k/n) = A(k/n)| + [Bu(k/n) = B(k/n)| < Ci/n,



(A4) For n large enough and for k; = [na;l], j € J, we have

sup |[An(ki/n) — An(k; /n)]| < —2=

2 7
i,j€J2 N=0xn

where

Ji={j€J:B(a;) = %Q}CB(%)}’ Jo={jeJi:m;= Ilcnez}l}fmk}

Theorem 2.1 (Weak law of large numbers). Under Assumptions (Al)—(A4),
we have

X, 2
7 — ij6aj, (21)
JjE€J2
where for j € Js,
_ Qj _ / 2m;
Pi= =", qj = [ exp(c;x“™ + bx)dz,
J > ress O j = J J
with
ARG i) i, — 2.2
¢ = @Tj)la j = B'(a;) I[m; = m.]. (22)

Theorem 2.2 (Concentration). Assume (Al)-(A3), and let § € (0,0,) .
There exist a positive constants ¢ such that

P[|X,/n —a;| > 0§ for all j € J] < exp(—cn) (2.3)
and
P Xn/n —aj| > 0§ for all j € Ji] < exp(—cnoyy). (2.4)
Moreover, for any jo € Jo, there exists a constant C' such that if J| # Jo,

P[|X,/n —aj| > 6 forallj € J5] < C max nt/Cman)=1/Cmi) (9 5)
j1€J1\J2

and, for any j € Jo,
P[’Xn/n - aj‘ < 5*] =pj+ O(T*,n) + O( max nl/(ka)_l/(Qmj)>a (2-6)
keJi\J2
where

(log n)2m*+1

_ 1/(2m.)—1/(2m; ,
7-*,n_W+n/( )—1/( J2)logn1[mj2;ém*].

Theorem 2.3 (Distributional limit theorem). Under Assumptions (Al)-
(A3), we have for all j € J and l € N that
E{|X,/n — aj\lHXn —naj| <nd,} = O(n*l/@mf'));
and for oll j € J that
dw(f(nl/(sz)(Xn/n — a;)||Xn — naj| < né,), Z(Y;))
= O(n—l/(Qmj)) + O(nl/(Qm*)—l/(ij) 1[m; # m.]),
where Yj o exp(c;a®™ + bjx) with ¢; and b; given as in (2.2).

Remark 2.4. In Theorem 2.1, the Condition (A4) is not needed when A
has a unique maximizer. In fact, Condition (A4) is only required in (3.7) to
prove (2.1), where we compare the Gibbs measure around the maximizers.



3 PROOFS OF MAIN RESULTS

To simplify notation, we will drop the dependence on n in what follows and
write X, W, o and 7 instead of X,,, W,,, o, and 7,, and introduce some
notation

1/@m;)-1,

oj=n Jo={jeJ:oj=0}={jeJ:mj=m}

In order to prove Theorems 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3, the following result is key.

Proposition 3.1. Assume (A1)-(A3), and let § € (0,8.]. Then for all j €
J, we have

Znj(0) = > exp(Hy(k/n))
|k/n—aj|<d

=(g; + Og(Tj))O'j_l exp(nAy(kj/n) +no.B(aj)),
where kj = [na;| and 75, q;, ¢; and b; are given in Theorem 2.1.

The proof of Proposition 3.1 is based on Laplace’s method and will be pre-
sented at the end of this section.

3.1 Concentration and weak law of large numbers

Proof of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. We start by proving the concentration in-
equalities. We first show that for any d € (0, d.), one has

P[|X/n — a;| > 6 for all j € J| < exp(—cn), (3.1)

where ¢ = ¢(6) > 0is a constant. Let k be an integer such that |k—na;| > dn
for all j € J. We claim that there exist ¢ € J and ¢ > 0, such that

Ap(k/n) — An(k:i/n) < —c, (3.2)

where recall that k; = [na;]. Indeed, if |k — na;j| > d.n for all j € J then
let ¢ be an arbitrary element of J and using by (A2) and (A3), we have

An(k/n) — Ap(ki/n)
= An(k/n) — Aai) + A(ai) — A(ki/n) + A(ki/n) — An(ki/n)
< —ex + O(|ki/n — a;]) < —2e,/3,
where we have used |k;/n—a;| < 1/n. Otherwise, suppose that |k—na;| < d.n
for some ¢ € J. Then
Ap(k/n) — Ap(ki/n)
= A(k/n) — A(ki/n) + O(1/n) = A(k/n) — A(ai) + O(1/n)
< sup A"(2)62/2+0(1/n) < —e,

iz —a;|<d«

where ¢ = ¢(d,) > 0. Here, for the first two equations, we used (A3)
and |k;/n — a;| < 1/n, for the remaining inequalities, we used Taylor ex-
pansion and (A1l). The proof of (3.2) is complete.



Next, note that by (A2), |B,(k/n)] < Cy when |k/n — aj| > 6, for
all j € J, and by (A3) for k such that |k/n — a;| < d, for some j € J one
has |Bp(k/n)| < |B(k/n)| + Ci/n < 2max,¢(o 1) |B(x)|. Therefore,

max |By,(k/n)| = O(1). (3.3)

0<k<n
Combining (3.2) and (3.3) yields that for all n sufficiently large

=n[Ap(k/n) — An(ki/n)] + now[Bn(k/n) — By (ki /n)] (3.4)
< —en+ O(noy) < —cn /2,

and thus
PX = k] < exp(—cn/2) P[X = ki] < exp(—cn/4),

and (3.1) is proved by using the union bound.
By Proposition 3.1, for any fixed § € (0, d,), for all j € J and n sufficiently
large

Znj(0) = > exp(Hn(k/n))
ke /r—a|<o (3.5)
= (gj + O(;(Tj))a;l exp(nAy(kj/n) +no.B(aj)),

where k; = [na;] and

1 2ms+1 *1
_— (logn) +O‘ ognl[je T\,

Noy 0j

and
g = / exp(c;z*™i + bjx)dz,
R

with ¢;,b; as in (2.2).

Note that nA,(k;/n) = nA(a;)+0(1) = nmax,c(o1] A(2)+O0(1) by (A3).
Therefore, the leading terms of (Z, ;)jes are the ones at which the se-
quence (B(a;))jes attains the maximum. Recall that

J1={j € J: Baj) = max B(ax)}.

Let § € (0,d,) be any fixed constant. By the above, (3.1) and (3.5) yield
that, if Jy # J,

IPHX/n —aj| >0 forall j € Jl]
ZjEJ\Jl Zny.]
ZjeJ Zn.j
041
< exp(—cn) + Os(1) Z —=exp(no(B(a;) — B(aj,)))
jena 7

< exp(—cn) +

< exp(—eino),



where ¢ and ¢; are positive constants depending on J, and j; is an element
of Ji. Similarly, if Jo # J1,
P[|X/n —aj| > 6 for all j € Jo] <Os(1) max oj,/0j, (3.6)
j1€J1\J2
with jo an element of Jo. The two above inequalities and (3.1) yields the
concentration estimates in (2.3), (2.4) and (2.5).

We now prove the weak law of large numbers (2.1) and the estimate (2.6).
By (A4) for all 4,5 € Jo

InAy(ki/n) —nAp(kj/n)| = O(1/noy). (3.7)
Hence, it follows from (3.5) that for any ¢ € (0, ), and for all j € J,
Zn,j(9)
== =pj + Os(1), (3.8)
ZICGJQ Zan((s) !
where
J— -
’ ZkEJQ Qk’
and | — |
og n )< o« logn
.=, = (80 BT 110y # 1.,
no T

with jo an element of J, (note here that oj;, = aj for all jo, 5, € Ja).
Combining (3.8) and (3.6), we have

<z
X/n — Z Pj 0a;
jEJ2
and for all j € Jy

P[|X/n —a;| < 4] =p; + O(rx) + O(1) max oj,/0j.
j1eJi\J2

The proof of (2.1) and (2.6) is complete. O

3.2 Stein’s method

We first state and derive what is needed to implement Stein’s method for
target distributions of the form p(y) o exp(cy®™ + by). The following result
is a consequence of the general approach of Chaterjee and Shao (2011).

Lemma 3.2. Let m be a positive integer, and let Y be a random variable
with density function p(y) oc exp(cy®™ + by) with ¢ < 0 and b € R. Then
there exists a positive constant K = K(c,b,m) such that for any random
variable W,

dw(W,Y) < fei%(p(]g) ‘ E{f’(W) + Z((VI?//))JC(W)H,

where
Ck(R) = {f € C*(R) : || llocs 1" lloos /"l < K},
with C*(R) the space of twice differentiable functions and ||g|ls = supger |g(x)|-



Proof. Let h be Lipschitz continuous and consider the Stein equation

fl(w) + 1 (w) f (w)/p(w) = h(w) — EA(Y). (3.9)

Chaterjee and Shao (2011, Lemma 4.1) showed that the solution f; of the
functional equation (3.9) belongs to C?(R) and satisfies

1£lloe VAL Moo V1L lloe < (14 d1)(1 + d2)(1 + d3) [ 7| oo,

where

dy = sup min{P(v),1 - P(az)}7 dy = sup min{P(z), 12_ P(m)}P,@)’
z€R p(x) zeR p?(x)

and d3 = sup,cg Q(z), with P(z) = [*__ p(t)dt and

1410/ @)

min{E{Y I[Y < z]} + E|Y|P(z),
E(YI[Y > 2]} + E|Y|(1 - P(z))}.

We now show that ds is a finite constant depending only on ¢, b and m. The
proof for di and ds is similar but simpler, hence omitted. It is clear that

44 |b|

mle| -
First, consider z > C; since (p'/p)’(z) = 2m(2m — 1)cz?™~2 and EY < oo,

272 [ yply)dy o 2 L yaly)dy
p(z) )

ds = max{ sup Q(z), sup Q(z), sup Q(x)}, C=1+ (3.10)

z<—=C lz|<C z2C

Qz) <1 : (3.11)
with C; = C1(c,b,m) a finite constant and ¢(x) = exp(cz?™ + bx). Using
integration by parts and the fact that ¢'(y) = q(y)(2mcy*™ ! +b) < 0
fory>ax>C,

/;o ya(y)dy = /m o dlal) < / Ty d(q(y))

2mey?m—1 4+ b . mc

_ x2’2mq(m) N /oo y172m(2 _ 2m)
m|c| - mc

x2—2m

q(x 1 [
<7()+§/ yq(y)dy,

mlc|

and hence -
/ yq(y)dy <

Combining this with (3.11) we have sup,~c Q(z) < 2C1/(m|c|). The same
inequality holds for sup,. » @Q(z). Since @ is continuous, it also follows
that sup|<c Q(7) < 0o . Hence, by (3.10), we have d3 < oc.

Finally, considering (3.9) with w replaced by W and taking expectation,
the claim easily follows. U

mc]



Lemma 3.3. (i) Let W, Y and Z be random variables such that |W —
Y| < |Z] almost surely. Then

d(W,Y) < inf (sup]P’[s <Y <s+0+P)2] > 5]).
6>0 sER

(i) Let'Y be a random variable satisfying

1
My :=supsup=P[s <Y < s+ ] <0
5>056]R5

Then there exists a positive constant C = C(My), such that for all
random variable W,

dx (W, Y) < Cdw(W,Y)"2.

Proof. Since Y —|Z| < W <Y + |Z]|, we have for all s € R and § > 0
PlY < s8] — P[|Z] > 6] < PW < 5] < P[Y < s+ 6] + P[|Z] > 4.
Subtracting P[Y" < s] everywhere and taking supremum over s, (i) now easily
follows. Item (i) is proved by Ross (2011, Proposition 1.2). O

3.3 Distributional limit theorem

Proof of Theorem 2.3. We shall prove that for all j € J and [ € N,
E{|X/n — aj'[|X = na;| < nd,} = O(1/(no;)"), (3.12)

and for j € J

dw (£ (W;||X = naj| < né), Z(Y;))

= 0(1/(noy;)) + O(o./o;1[j € T\ Ji]), (3.13)

where
W; = 0;(X — naj), Yj o« p; o exp(c;x®™i 4 b;x),

with ¢; and b; given as in (2.2). Let Xj be a random variable having the
conditional distribution of X given | X — na;| < nd,; that is,

- H,(k
P[Xj:k]:w, 0 <k<Lj (3.14)
n,j
where
fj = [n(aj — 5*)1, Lj = [n(aj + 5*)], Zn,j = Zn,J((S*)
Then
E{|X/n — aj\lHX —naj| <né,} =E{|X/n— aj\l}, (3.15)
and from Lemma 3.2, we have
dw (L (W[ |1X —naj| < ) Z(Y;))
W
< sup ‘E{f f )| 1X = naj| <
feCZ (R) (3.16)
= sw ‘E{f’(W)er;(V:Vj)f(W)}‘
FEC2 (R) J p; (W;) J

10



where K = K(cj,b;j,m;) is a finite constant, and
Wj = O’j(X — naj).
Given f € C%(R), we define the function g: R — R as

g9(z) = f(oj(z — nay)).

For any bounded function » : R — R and ¢ > 0, let Ash(xz) = h(x+J)—h(x);
we have

Ag(X)) = Do, f(W)),  g(Xy) = f(W)). (3.17)
For x = (¢; —1)/n,¢;/n,...,(Lj —1)/n, let

and also let D, ((¢; —1)/n) = 0. Note that by (3.14), for ;-1 < k < L; —1,

P[X; =k + 1]

s, = COPDunlk/m).

Hence, (3.17) and straightforward calculations now yield

EAy, f(W;) = EA1g(X;) = E{g(X;) [exp(~Dn(ZL1)) = 1]} + 71, (3.18)

n

where

1
Zn,j

= [—9(Lj + 1) exp(Hn(Lj/n)) + g(€;) exp(Hn(;/n))]-

By (3.4), we have
max{(Hy (L /), Ho(6/m)} < Holky /) — cn,

for some ¢ > 0. Moreover,

[Hy(kj/n) — nAn(kj/n) —no.B(a;)| = now|Bn(k;/n) — B(a;)| = O(noy).
Therefore,

max{H,(L;/n), H,({;/n)} < nAy,(kj/n) +no.B(a;) —cn/2.
Combining this estimate with (3.5), we obtain
1 < || flloo €xp(—cn/4). (3.19)

Moreover, by Taylor’s expansion,

g, V) = 7| < ol e (320)

J

It follows from (3.18), (3.19) and (3.20) that

{707 - £ (exp(-Du5) - 1) 0}

0j

11



< £ lloo exp(=cn/4) + ol f"lloo- - (3:21)

We now estimate the error when replacing aj_l(exp(—Dn(%)) —1) by
p;(W;)/p;(W;) in (3.21). For |k — k;| < d.n, using (A3) and Taylor’s ex-
pansion we have
Ap(k/n) — Ap((k —1)/n) —n YA (k/n)
= [An(k/n) — An((k —1)/n)] = [A(k/n) — A((k = 1)/n)]
+ A(k/n) — A((k —1)/n) —n ' A'(k/n) = O(n?).

Thus

nA;pAn((k—1)/n) = A'(k/n) +0(n™1).
Similarly,

nAy /By ((k—1)/n) = B'(k/n) 4+ 0O(n™1).
Therefore,

|Dn((k —1)/n) = [A'(k/n) + 0.B'(k/n)]| = O(n™). (3.22)

Furthermore, |e* —e?| = e’|e" ™Y — 1] < 2€"|u — v| when |u — v| is sufficiently
small. Hence, by using (3.22) we have for all n large enough
|exp(—Dn((k — 1)/n) — exp(=A'(k/n) — 0.B'(k/n))|
<2 max exp(|A (2)| + o4 B'(z)|) (3.23)

|z—aj]|<d«

% | Du((k = 1)/n) — [A'(k/n) + 0.B'(k/n)]| = O(n™).
Moreover, by applying Taylor’s expansion to the function e=A'(*)=0=B'(x)
around x = a; and noting that A(k)(aj) =0forall 1 <k <2m; —1,

ACm3) (a;)
(2mj - 1)'
+O((k/n — a;)*™ + o.|k/n — aj]).

exp(—A'(k/n) — 0. B (k/n)) = 1 - (k/n — )™~ ~ 0, B (a))

Note further that
ACmI) ()
(2m; — 1)!

= 2mjc;(Xj/n — aj)*™ =" + 0.B'(a;)
= 0;(2mye; W™ 4 b)) — o3b; + 0. B (ay)

(Xj/n—a;)* ! + 0,8 (a;)

0, E%i +0(0.1lj € T\ ).

since p;(w)/p;(w) = 2mjc;w?™i~t 4+ b;, and

= = —1/(2m;—1) ,

W; = 0j(X; —naj) = o; /" V(X /n - ay),
and
0 if j € J,

ib; — *BI i) =
‘0] j — O (aj)‘ {‘U*Bl(aj)‘ _ O(U*) ifj e J\J*.
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Therefore,

exp(—A'(Xj/n) - J*B'(Xj/n)) -1
- _U,M O(o. 1[5 3.24
o O €] (320
+O((Xj/n — a;)*™ +0.] X /n — aj]).

It follows from (3.23) and (3.24), and the fact that o, < o; that

£ lo7* (exp(= D (K42 — 1) 07 + B2 iy )
< Ol B (o (X /m = 0™ + 1% /m— as]) } (3.25)

+Co;lou1[j € J\ L],

where C' is a positive constant. In order to estimate the above term, we

analyse P[X; = k]. By Proposition 3.1, if |k/n — a;| < d., we have

RS o]
= O(M)aj exp(n(An(k/n) + 0uBn(k/n) — An(kj/n) — 0.B(a;)))-
(3.26)
Now,

An(k/n) = A(k/n) + O(1/n) < A(a;) + aj(k/n — a;)*™ + O(1/n),

where for the first equation, we used (A3), and for the second one, we used
Taylor expansion and (A1) and as well as the fact that

A(2mj)(x)

max ——————— <0.
|x—a;|<ox (2m])'

Qj 1=

Furthermore,
|Aay) — An(k; )| < 1A(az) — Alk; /)| + | Au (ks /m) — Ak /)| = O(1 /).
Therefore,

An(k/n) < An(hs/n) + oj(k/n — ;)™ + O(1/n)
By (A3),
|Bn(k/n)—B(a;)| < |Bn(k/n)—B(k/n)|+|B(k/n)— B(a;)| = O(|lk/n—aj|).
Using the last two display equations, (3.26) and o < oy, we have

P[X; = k] < Cojexp(ayn(k/n — a;)*™ + Cnojlk/n — aj|)
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for some finite constant C'. Next, by using a?mj = n'72M and integral

approximations, we have for all [ € N,
E{|X;/n—a;|'}
<Co; Y Ik/n—q eXP(Oéjn(k/n —a;)*™ + Cnojlk/n — ajl)

k:|k/n—a;|<d«

nd«

= 0(0y) [ (al/n)! explas ™ + Clao )i
) najé*

— O((no;)™) / lyl' exp(ayy®™ + Clyl)dy = O((no;) ™),

—no;j0x

since oj < 0. This estimate and (3.15) implies (3.12). In particular, we have

E{Ufl(Xj/n —a;)?™ +|Xj/n - aj\}
= O(0; '(noj)"2™) 4+ O((na;) 1) = O((noy) ™),

where we used that aj-mj = n!=2™m_ Therefore, by (3.25),

&{ o5t (exp(=Da(E22)) = 1) (1) + 52 £(175)|} = O(1f o/ (n03)).

Combining the above inequality with (3.21) we yield that for all K >0

L £ P}(VE’J‘) W
e v + S iom

= O(K/(na;)) + O(0x) + O(oj /0. 1[j € J\ J.])
= O(K/(noj)) + O(oj /o, 1[j € J\ JL.]).

Then the desired estimate (3.13) follows from this bound and (3.16). O

3.4 Free energy
Proof of Proposition 3.1. Fix a constant § € (0, d,]. We aim to approximate
Znj(8):= > exp(Hn(k/n)).
|k/n—aj|<d

Let ¢ € (0,6) be a suitably small constant chosen later (see (3.29)). For ne <
|k —na;| < nd, by (A3)
An(k/n) = An(kj/n) = Ak/n) — A(kj/n) + O(|k — k;|/n®)
< __max (A(w) — A(ay) + O(lk;/n — aj]) + O(lk — k;|/n*) < —n

e<|z—a;|<d

with n = n(e) > 0, since a; is the unique maximizer of the smooth function A
in [a; — 4, a; + d,]. Therefore, since B,, is uniformly bounded by (3.3),

Ha(k/n) — Ho(k;/n)
= n[Au(k/n) = An(k;/n)) + 10 [Bo(k/n) — Bu(ky/m)] < —mm/2.
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Thus

Z": exp(Hn(k/n))

exp(Hy (k;/n)) Ie < [k/n — a;| < 6] < nexp(—nn/2). (3.27)

k=0
Next, we consider aj_l logn < |k—na;| < ne. By (A3) for all |k/n—a;| < d,
Ap(k/n) — Ay(kj/n) = A(k/n) — A(k;/n) + O(lk — kj| /n?).

Moreover, using Taylor expansion around a; with A (a;) =0 for 1 < m <
2m;j — 1, we have

A(k/n) — A(kj/n) = A(k/n) — A(a;) + A(a;) — A(k;/n)
= cj(k/n—a;)*™ + O(|k/n — a; "™ %) + O(n™?),

where we recall that ¢; = A®™)(a;)/(2m;)! and |k;/n — > < n72. It
follows from the last two estimates that for all [k — na;| < nd.

An(k/n) — An(kj/n)
= cj(k/n —a;)*™ + O(|k/n — a;*™*1) + O(|k — k;|/n*) + O(n?).
(3.28)

In particular, there exists a constant C; = C(a;, cj, A) > 0 such that
An(k/n) — An(k;/n) < cj(k/n —a;)*™ + Cilk/n — a;[*™ T + Cy /n.

By taking
£ = ll/(201), (3.20)

we yield that for |k/n —a;| <e,
An(k/n) — Au(k;j/n) < ¢j(k/n — a;)*™ [2+ Ci/n, (3.30)
by noting that ¢; < 0. On the other hand for all |k/n — a;| < 6., by (A3)
no«[Bn(k/n) = Bn(kj/n)] = no.[B(k/n) — B(kj/n)] + O(ou|k — kj|/n).
Moreover,

B(k/n) — B(k;j/n) = B(k/n) — B(a;) + B(a;) — B(k;/n)
= B'(a;)(k/n — a;) + O(|k/n — aj|*) + O(n"1).

Thus for all [k/n — a;| < 0y,

no«[Bn(k/n) — B (kj/n)]

= 0'*(/{? — naj)(B’(aj) + O(]k/n _ aj‘)) 4 O(O'*) (3.31)

Hence, using (3.30) and (3.31) and o, < 0;, and noting that ajz,mj = pl=2m;

¢}

J (oj(k — naj))2m7 + Cojlk — naj| + C,

Ho (/) — Holhy/m) < 5
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with C some positive constant. Therefore,

" oxp(Ha(k/n))
2 (o (hy )

< Z exp(%(aj(k‘ —na;))* + Coj;lk — na;j| + C)

|k—naj|>(logn)/o;

1{(logn)/o; < |k — na;| < ne]
k

G

= O(l)/ exp(—(ajx)Qmj + Clojz| + C) dx = O(1/n).
[a>(logn)/o; 2
(3.32)

Here, in the last inequality we have used f\y|>1ogn exp(c;y*™i + Cy+C)dy =
O(n™2) since ¢; < 0 and m; > 1. It follows from (3.27) and (3.32) that

Z,3(8) = (1+0(1/n)) > exp(Ha(k/n))
!(Ioréari)‘/aj

= (1+0(1/n)) exp(Hn(kj/n)) Z %m
’ (3.33)

|k—na,|
<(logn)/o;

= (1+0(0.)) exp(nAy(k;/n) + no.B(a;))
Loy el
2 (/)
<(logn)/o;
where for the last equation we used (A3) to derive that
InAn(k;/n) + noB(a;) — Hy(kj/n)| = |now(Bn(kj/n) — B(a;))| = O(0).
By (3.31), if |k — na;| < aj_l logn then

nou[B(k/m) — Ba(ls /)]
= B'(aj)o.(k — naj) + O((log n)QU*/naf-) + O(o4)
=bjoj(k —naj) + O(o.(logn)/o;lo; # 0.])
+O((logn)?0./no?) + O(o.),

since bj = B'(a;)I[o; = o,]. Similarly, by (3.28) for |k — na;| < 0]71 logn,
n[A,(k/n) — An(kj/n)] = cin(k/n — a;)*™ + O((logn)*™*! /na;)
= ¢j(0j(k = na;))*™ + O((log n)*™* /nay).
Therefore,
Hy(k/n) — Hy(kj/n) = ¢j(0;(k —na;))*™ +bjo;(k —naj) + O(y), (3.34)

where
(logn)?™itl  o5,logn

T = no, + o Illoj # o4l
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We now compute

Z exp(cj(aj(k — naj))Qmj +bjo;(k — naj))
|k—naj]|

<(logn)/o; (335)
= Z eXp(Cj(in)Qmj + bj(iO’j)),

1€y

where I'y, = {k —na; : k € Z, |k — naj| < (logn)/o;}. Denote by h(z) =
exp (cjx2mf + bjx). Then for all ¢ € T';,, by Taylor expansion

(i+1)o;
‘h(iaj) - le/ h(m)dm‘ < o sup |R(z)].
in Z'O'j<$<(i+1)0'j
Hence,
: -1
‘ Z h(io;) — o; /
i€y R

<o Z sup |h (z)] +/ h(z)dz.
|z|>logn

iely iO'J' gmg(i+1)0j

h(w)dw‘
(3.36)

Since 1/ (x) = exp(c;x*™ + bjx)(2mjc;a®™i 1 4 b;) with ¢; < 0, we can find
a positive constant C' = C(c;,mj,b;), such that if |y| > C then

sup |1 (z)| < C, sup |1/ (2)] < exp(—c;y°™ /2).
zeR y<z<y+1

Therefore, we have

sup W (x)| < 20?0, + Z exp(—c;(io;)*™ /2)

i€r,, 0ises(i+1)o; iely
<O(1/oj) + / exp(—c;j(zo;)*™ /2)dx
|z[<(logn)/o;
= O0(1/a;),
which together with (3.36) yields that

> hlio) = ajl/

P A h(z)dx + O(1) + / h(z)dx

|z|>logn
= O-JIQj + O(l)’
since ¢; = [ h(x)dz. Combining this with (3.34) and (3.35) we obtain that

> % = (1+0(7))o; 'q; + O(1) = (1 + O())o; g5,

|k—na,|
<(logn)/o;

since 7; > (logn)?™itt/(no;) > oj. We finally deduce (3.5) from the above
estimate and (3.33). O
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4 MAXIMUM LIKELITHOOD ESTIMATOR OF LINEAR MODELS

We first recall the generalized linear model (1.3) given as

() = Zi exp(Hn(@)), € Q= {+1,-1}",

where

and

Hy(w) =n(Bfi@) +... + Biflor)), @4 = n

Since we construct the estimator for each parameter 5; considering the oth-
ers () - to be known, for simplicity we rewrite

Ho(w) = n(Bf(@4) + 9(@1)), (4.1)

where f, g : [0,1] — R are non-constant smooth enough and known functions.
Our aim is to estimate the parameter 3. In order to build the MLE of 3, we
compute the log-likelihood function of the model as

La(B,) =  log () = B1(@+) + 9(@+) — on(8)
with 1
pn(B) =~ log Zn.

Then the MLE of 3, denoted by B, is a solution of

0=0gL, = f(wy) — u(B),
where
u(B) = Oppn = Egf(w)
with Eg the Gibbs expectation with respect to u, for given 3. Note that
Opu = Egf(w04)? — Eg{f(@1)}* >0

since f is non-constant. Therefore, u is strictly increasing in 3, and thus

B = u” (f(@4))- (4.2)

Before stating the main result of this section, recall the entropy function I :
[0,1] — R defined as I(a) = —aloga + (a — 1)log(1l — a) for a € [0,1] with
the convention that 0 -log0 = 0.

Theorem 4.1. Consider the mazimum likelihood estimator B3, as in (4.2) of
the linear model having Hamiltonian given by (4.1) with f,g € C*™+1([0,1])
and my, € N. Suppose that the function A : [0,1] — R given as A(a) =
Bf(a) + g(a) + I(a) has finite maximizers, denoted by (a;)jer, satisfying
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that A% (a;) =0 for all 1 <k < 2mj — 1 and AP (a;) < 0 for all j € J,
with (mj)je; C N and m, = max;jcym;. Define

J={ie: flay) =maxflar)}, Jy ={j€Jf:m;=maxmy},

eJ;

Ji ={j€J: fla;) =min flar)}, Jy ={j€Jy :m;=maxmy}.
kEJ keJ;

Assume that (Jy UJY) C Jo:={j € J:m; = my,}, and assume that there
exist j € Jy and k € Jy such that

f'(aj) f'(ar) # 0. (4.3)

Then )
(B — 5)n1—1/(2m*) £, U,

where the distribution of U is given as in (4.22)—(4.24).
Proof. For simplicity we omit the subscript n in all involved terms. Let

X = n(:_)_i_’ Uj — nl/(2mj)71 fOI' ] c J7 Or = nl/(2m*)71.

For v € R, we call P, the Gibbs measure at parameter v and E. the corre-
sponding expectation. With X = nw,, we have for 0 < k£ < n that

DX = 1] o exp(n(5 (/) + (/) (1) = expta /),

where A, : {0,1/n,...,1} — R is defined as
Anh/n) = 3 (/) + g(0/m)+ 1 o ).

Recall that A(a) = Bf(a) + g(a) + I(a) and % log (}) is well approximated
by I(k/n). Let B € C?([0,1]) and define B, : {0,1/n,...,1} — R as
B, (k/n) = B(k/n) for 0 < k < n. Then it is straightforward to check that
there exist €, 6, and Cy such that (A1)-(A4) hold. For any j € J, we define
the event

Aj = {1X/n —a;] < 4.},

and for ¢ € R define the random variable
Y;(t) o< exp(cja®™ + thjx),
where

AP (gy)

— RI(,. :

Fix t < 0, by the definition of /3 and the monotonicity of u we have

Ps[(B — B)/ow < 1]
= B [u (F(X/m)) < B+ to.] = Bolf(X/n) < u(B + to.)].
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Part 1. We start by estimating u(8 + to.). Note that w(8 + to,) =
Egtts, f(X/n), and in the application of Theorem 2.1, the measure Pg 4.,
corresponds to the case B = tf. Hence, with ¢ < 0, we have J; = J|
and Jo = J, . Thus by Theorem 2.1,

Pstto _
X/n o Z p; (t)éaja
jedy

where for j,7 € J, , we have

— QJ(t) 2my;
p; (t) = =——"——, qi(t) = [ exp(cx“™ + thyz)dx.

J ZigJ; qi(t) ' R ' '
Note that b; = B'(a;)1I[j € J.| = B'(a;) for j € J;, since we assume
that J, C J,. This assumption also yields that o;, = o, for all jo € J; .
Therefore, using Theorem 2.2, we have

Pgtto [Aj] =p; (1) + O(r +7,) forall j e Jy, (4.4)
Pstto, [Aj] = O(04/0j) forall j € J \ Jy,
Pgtto, [ijJ;Aﬂ < exp(—cnoy), (4.6)

where ¢ is a positive constant and

2m*+1/

T« = (logn) (noy), 7, = max o4/0;.

JeEJ\J5
In addition, Theorem 2.3 yields that for any j € J,

Ep 10, {(X/n — a;)*|Aj} = O(1/(no;)?), (4.7)
and
dw (Lpy, . (05(X —naj)|Aj), Z(Y;(t)))

' (4.8)
= 0(1/(noj)) + O(oy/o;1[j & Ji])-

We remark that here and below the notation O depends on || B||oo = [t|||f|lco
and ||Allc. Let A= = minjcy f(a;). Then A_ = f(a;) for all j € J;, and
therefore

W(B+10.) = Ao = Egyro {F(X/n) = A_}
= Z E5+to* {f(X/TL) - f(aj) |Aj}P5+to* [Aj] (49)
jeJT
+ Eﬁ-i-ta*{(f(X/n) — A )1 [mjeJI—Aﬂ }
For j € J, by Taylor’s expansion,

Egtto. {f(X/n) — f(a;)[A;}
= Eprt0.{ f'(aj)0r(X — na;)|A;}/(noj) + O(D)Egpio, { (X/n — a;)*| A}
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In addition, by (4.8),
Egtto. {f'(a;)05(X — naj)|A;}
= f(a;)EY;(t) + O(1/ (noy)) + Oow/0;1[j & J.))-
The last two estimates and (4.7) yields that
Epvio. {f(X/n) = f(a;)|Aj}
= f'(aj)EY;(t)/(noj) + O(1/(no;)?) + O(o /nof 1[j & Ji]).

Combining this with (4.4) and the fact that o; = o, forall j € J;, , and J, C
Jx, we obtain that

> Esrio {f(X/0) = f(a;)|Aj}Ps 40, [Aj]
jeJy
= (no) ™ D F(a)EY;(0)p; (8) + O((r + 77) /na).
kedy
Using (4.5) and (4.10), we have
> Egiio AF(X/n) = f(a;)|Aj} P10 [A)]
JEJ\Jy

=0(1) Z 0*/naj2- = O(1, /noy),

JeI\Jy

(4.10)

and by (4.6)
Egiio, { (f(X/n) — )\_)I[ﬂjeJl—.Aﬂ} < exp(—cno,/2).

It follows from the last three display equations and (4.9) that

now(u(f+tox) —A_) =e_(t) + O(ru + 7, ), (4.11)
where
e-(t) = 3 Fla,)EY; )y (1) (4.12)
jedy
Note that

ZJ’GJ; Jr f'(aj)x exp(c;a®™s + tf'(a;)x)da
ZJ’GJ; Jr exp(cjz®™ +tf'(a;)x)dx

Moreover, if f’(a;) # 0 by changing variable y = tf/(a;)z,

/ f'(aj)z exp(c;z®™i +tf'(aj)z)dx
R
_ senltf(ay))
t2f'(a;)
since t < 0 and fRyexp(cyzm +y)dy > 0 for all ¢ < 0 and m € N. In

addition, by the assumption (4.3) there exists j € J; such that f'(a;) # 0.
Thus by the two above display equations, we have

e_(t) € (—o0,0)

e_(t) =

/R yexp(ey®™ J(tf' ()™ +y)dy < 0,

is a negative and finite constant.
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Part 2. We proceed to compute Pg[f(X/n) < u(B + toy)]. In the ap-
plication of Theorem 2.1, the measure Pg corresponds to the case B = 0,
or J; = J and Jy = J,.. Hence, by Theorem 2.1, we have

P
X/n -2 Z Pj0a; s

jET.

where for ¢ and 7 in J,

4; / 2m;
pi = , gi = | exp(c;z™™)dx.
! >ic, G ' R (e

Moreover, by Theorem 2.2,
PslAj] =pj +O(ru + 1) foralljeJ,,  Pg[njes Al =O0(r), (4.13)

where 7] = max;e y\ 7, 0x/0;. By Theorem 2.3,

Es{(X/n —a;)*|4;} = O((no;)?), (4.14)
and
dw (L, (05(X —naj)|4;), Z(Y;)) = O((nay) ™), (4.15)
where Y; = Y;(0)  exp(c;jz*™). It follows from (4.13) that
Pslf(X/n) < u(f +to.)]
= > Pylf(X/n) < u(B +tow)| Ajlp; + O(r + 7). (4.16)
JjE€Jx

By Lemma 3.3 (ii) and (4.15)

I (Lp, (0(X — )| A}), L(Y;)) < dy (L, (05(X —nay)| A7), L(¥;)"
= O((nay)™/2).

(4.17)
In particular, for all § > 0
sup P [s < ['(a;)05(X — naj) < s+ 06| 4;]

<supPg[s < f'(a))Y) < s+ 6] +O((noy)~'/%) = O(6) + O((nay) /2,

seR

since Y; has the bounded density. Using the inequality that |f(z) — f(a) —
f'(a)(x — a)] < ||flloo(x —a)?/2 and Lemma 3.3(i), and the above estimate,
we have

di (L, [no;(f(X/n) = flaj)|Aj], £ (f'(a;)0;(X —naj)|A))

< inf (sup]P’g[s < f(aj)o;(X —naj) < s+ 6|Aj]
0>0 \ seR

+ Pl f” oo (n0y (X/m — a;)?) > 23].4;])
= O(1) inf {8+ Py [[|lloe (n0; (X/n — ;)?) > 26| A;] } + O((nor;) 7/2).
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Moreover, by Markov’s inequality and (4.14)
Pa[llf"lloc (noj(X/n — a;)?) = 26| A;]
= O(1) E{no;(X/n — a;)*|4;} /6 = O((dna;) ™).

—-1/2

Combining the two above estimates and taking § = (no;) , we obtain

d (Lp, (noj(f(X/n) = f(a;)| A7), Z(f(aj)0;(X — naj)|A;))
= O((no;)~'1?),
which together with (4.17) implies that for all j € J
d (Lp, (no; (f(X/n) = f(a;)| A7), Z(f'(a;)Y;)) = O((noy)"1/?). (4.18)

If j € Jo\ J; then by the definition of J;, we have f(a;) > A_. Hence,
by (4.11),
W(B+t02) = A+ ol1) < (Flag) + A-)/2.

Thus

Pglf(X/n) < u(B + to.)|Aj]
< Pslf(X/n) < (A= + f(a))) /2| Aj]
= Pglno;(f(X/n) = f(a;)) < noj(A- — fla;))/2|A;]
< d (ZLp, (no(f(X/n) — f(a)))| A7), Z(f'(a;)Y;))
+P[f'(a))Y; < noj(A- = f(ay))/2] = O((noy)~/?),

by using (4.18) and the following estimate
P[f'(a;)Y; < noj(A- = f(az))/4] < exp(—c(nay)?),

for some ¢ > 0, since Y; o exp(c;a?™i + b;x) with ¢; < 0, and A_ < f(a;).
Next, assume that j € J,NJ; . Then o; = o, and f(a;) = A_. Therefore,

Pglf(X/n) < u(B + to.)|Aj]
=P [no;(f(X/n) = f(a;)) < now(u(B +to.) — A-)[Aj].

Combining this with (4.18) yields that

Ps[f(X/n) < u(B +to) | Aj]

=P[f'(a;)Y; < now(u(B +to,) — )] + O(1/(noy)/?). (4.19)
Recall that by (4.11)
no(u(B+toy) —A_) =e_(t) + O(rs +7,),
where e_(t) € (—o0,0) is given in (4.12). Hence, if f/(a;) = 0 then
Pf'(a;)Y; < now(u(B +to.) — A-)] = 0. (4.20)
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If f'(a;) # 0, since Y; has the symmetric law with bounded density,

P[f'(a;)Y; < now(u(B +to.) — A—)]
=P[Y; < now(u(B + to.) — A-)/f'(a;)]
[J<a-/fmn+0h»+fﬂ
=P[Y; <e_(t)/f (a;)] +O(ru + 7,).

Combining this with (4.19), we obtain that if f’(a;) # 0 then

Pplf(X/n) < (ﬁ +10.)|Aj]

4.21
=P[Y; < e_(t)/f (aj)] + O(rs + 777) + O(1/(no,) /). (421)

Part 3. We now combine the results from Parts 1 and 2. Using (4.12),
(4.16), (4.20) and (4.21) we have for any fixed negative real number t,

P((3 = B) /o < 1]
= Ps[f(X/n) < u(B +to.)]

= > Pylf(X/n) < u(B + tow)| Ajlp; + O(r + 1)
JE€EJx

e

JjeJS
+ O((noy)~ 1/2) +O(7y + 7).

(OEY(t )} 1[f'(a;) # 0]

Note here that 7,7 < 7. Similarly, for ¢t > 0

P[(3— B)/0. > 1]
-y p[y > Z Pt (v >] 11f(a) # 0

+Oan”%+Om+dL

where for k£ € J2+

+ qk(t) 2
pp(t) = =", qi(t) = / exp(c;z™ + thyx)dx.
* ey 4it) R

We recall that the term O depends on t, || f|lc and [|g||co. Hence, for any
fixed real number ¢ # 0, there is a positive constant C' = C(t), such that for

all n sufficiently large
IP(B = B) /0. <] = PIU < 4]| < Cl(now)™/* +6- +60,] = o(1),

where U has the distribution as

P[U < {]
=" pi1if (aj) # 0P [f\Ejf' CWEYL@®)|, t<o, (422)
jety keJy
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1
=1-5 > pillfa)#0L (4.24)
jeUFUIy)
Note that the value P[U = 0] = 1 —P[U < 0] — P[U > 0] is obtained as

follows. Letting ¢ — 0 and ¢ — 0~ in the formulas of P[U < t] and P[U > t],
since EY}(0) = 0 and P[Y; < 0] = 1/2, we have

PlU < 0] = ij '(aj) # 0], PlU > 0] = ij '(aj) # 0]

]€J7 ]EJ+

We finally conclude that

5 Z
(/8 - 5)/0-* — U,
and finish the proof of Theorem 4.2. O

Remark 4.2. We consider some special cases. If |J| = 1 then J;” = J, = J,
and we denote by a, the unique maximizer and assume that f/(a.) # 0. In
this case, the distribution of U is as follows. For all t € R,

PU <t] =P[Y < EY (¢)],
where, by denoting m, the order of regularity of ax,

/4mﬂ%(a*)

g <O

Y =Y(0), Y (t) o exp(cax®™ 4 tf'(as)z), ¢ =
Note that if m, = 1 then Y () ~ N(tf'(as)/2|c.],1/2|cy]), and we can
compute

U = N(0,2]e.|/f'(as)?).
Next, consider the case all the maximizers have the same order of regularity,
ie.mj =my forall j € J. Then J, =J; =J_={j e J: fla;) =
minge; f(ax)}, and J)" = Ji = Jp = {j € J: f(a;) = maxyey f(ar)}, and
we assume that there exist j € J_ and k € Jy such that f'(a;)f’(ar) # 0.
The law of U is given as in (4.22)—(4.24) when replacing J; and J5 by J_
and Jy.

Finally, we consider the case m; =1 for all j € J, and
cij=cp=c_, ['(a;)=[f(ax)=d_ forallk,je.J_,
ci=cpr=cy, [f(a;)=f"(ax)=ds foralk,je J;.

Then for j € J_ and t <0, we have p; (t) = 1/|J_|, and Y;(¢) ~ N( td_ 1
Therefore, for t € R_,




where

jg: pjl a] # 0].

jeJ—

Similarly for t € R,

PlU > t] = IF’[N<07 2‘;*') > t}m, py =Y pillf(aj) #0).
JeJy

Thus

U= 2N (0,25 ) Bt (0, 25:) 4 (1 - 2 ),

’ d2_ ’ di
where recall that N~(0,02) (resp. N1(0,0?)) is negative (resp. positive)

half-normal distribution.

5 SOME EXAMPLES

In this section, we apply Theorems 2.1, 2.3 and 4.1 to the p-spin Curie-
Weiss model and the annealed Ising model on random regular graphs. We
say that a maximizer a, of a smooth function A is 2m-regular (with m € N)

if A®)(a,)=0fork=1,...,2m —1 and A®™(a,) < 0.
5.1 p-spin Curie-Weiss model
Let 2 < p € N, we consider the p-spin Curie-Weiss model with Hamiltonian
IB n
Hn(w) = — Z Wiy - .- Wi, —i—hzwi = nf@h(zm_),

npb
1<i1,0ip<n i=1

with
fan(a) = p(2a —1)? + h(2a — 1), a € [0,1]. (5.1)

We now study the maximizers of
A(a) = fan(a) +I(a), a€]l0,1].

Mukherjee, Son and Bhattacharya (2021) have fully characterized the maxi-
mizers of the function A by showing that the parameter space (5, h) € Ry xR
is partitioned into disjoint regions:

(7) regular region R; = {(,h) : A has an unique maximizer a, € (0,1)}
(in this case a, is 2-regular);

(79) p-critical curve Ry = {(8,h) : A has multiple maximizers in (0,1)}
(in this case all the maximizers are 2-regular);

(73i) p-special points R3 = {(8,h) : A has an unique maximizer a, € (0, 1),
A"(a,) = 0} (in this case ay is 4-regular).
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We refer the reader to Appendix B of Mukherjee, Son and Bhattacharya
(2021) for a complete picture of the partition (Ri, Ra, R3).

Now, given the additional parameters (3, h), Mukherjee, Son and Bhat-
tacharya (20214-) considered the perturbed Hamiltonians

Hy(w) = nfgn(@y) + VnB(@y)
Hj(w) = nfgn(@s) +n'/*Bwy),

where
B(a) = fzp(a), a€l0,1],

with f57 defined as in (5.1). Denoting the corresponding Gibbs measures
by p;, and p and using Theorems 2.1 and 2.3, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 5.1. Consider the magnetization M, = > | w; under the per-
turbed measures p, and py . Corresponding to the cases (i)—(iii) we have the
following.

(1) If (B,h) € Ry then

b (2450803 (BB ) = Ol

where

M, —n(2as — 1)
Vin '
(II) If (B,h) € Ry then A has multiple mazimizers, say 0 < a1 < as <

... <ap <1l Letd, >0 be a constant such that the intervals ((a; —
s, ai + 64))F_ are disjoint. Then under uf,,

W, =

k
Z
Mn/n - sz‘52a¢—1,
i=1

with (pi)f“'zl being explicit constants. Moreover, for 1 <i < k,
~ 2B'(a; _
dw <$ug(Wn,i’w+ S (ai — 5*, a; + (L)),N(ﬁ, m)) = O(n 1/2)7

where
M, —n(2a; — 1)

Wni:
) \/ﬁ

(III) If (B, h) € R3, then under u$,

dw(Wy,Y) = O(n~ %), W, =

where
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Remark that here we transfer our results for X, to M, via the relation
M, = 2X,, — n. The above theorem covers Theorem 2.1 of Mukherjee, Son
and Bhattacharya (2021) (the main result in this paper) and Theorem 3.1
of Mukherjee, Son and Bhattacharya (2021+) (the key result leading to the
maximum likelihood estimators).

Now we aim to apply Theorem 4.1 to find the scaling limits of MLEs.
First, we have to check the non-degeneracy condition in (4.3). Observe that
this condition is always true for the parameter h, since the corresponding
function fj(a) = 2a — 1 is not degenerated at any a € [0,1]. However, that
condition for 8 does not hold when § < ﬁNp and h = 0, where ﬁNp = sup{p >
0 @ supgep,] A(a) = 0}. In fact, in this case a = 1/2 is a maximizer of A
that belongs to the set J_, and the corresponding function fg(a) = (2a—1)P
is degenerated at this point. In summary, we have the following.

Theorem 5.2. Consider the mazimum likelihood estimators of the p-spin
Curie- Weiss model denoted by B, and hy,.

(Ia) If (B,h) € Ry, then

~

(b, —h) 5 N(0,04),
with oy, a positive constant.

(Ib) If (B.h) € Ry \ {(8,0) : B < By}, then
V(B — B) L5 N(0,05),

with og a positive constant.

(IIa) If (B,h) € Ra, then
Virlhy = h) = U,

where
Un=p N7(0,0;,) + py N (0,03) + (1 = p, =y, ),
with pf, O']:i: positive constants.

(IIb) If (B, h) € Ra \ {(By, 0)}, then
V(B — B) 5 Up,
where
Us =pg N~ (0,05) +pfNT(0,0%) + (1 = p; — pj)do,
with pé:, af;c positive constants.

(III) If (B, h) € R3, then

03By — B) s Zg, 03y — ) D 7,
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where for v € {8, h} the random variable Z., has the distribution
P[Z, < 1] = P[Y,(0) < EY, ()],

where
Y, (t) oc exp(cay® + £ (a4)y),

with ¢, = AW (a,)/24, and fg(a) = (2a — 1)? and fy(a) = (2a — 1).

Note that in (IIb), all the points (3,0) with 3 < B, are not in Ry (in
fact, these points are in R;). The above result covers Theorems 2.2-2.7
of Mukherjee, Son and Bhattacharya (2021+), except for the estimator Bn,
when h =0 and 8 < 51,, which is corresponding to the results (2.19), (2.22)
and (2.26) in this paper.

Remark 5.3. A natural extension of the homogeneous p-spin Curie-Weiss
model is the mixed spin model with Hamiltonian given as

Hp(w) = nfpp(@),
where B = (B1,...,5:) € R¥ and p = (p1,...,pr) € NF and

k

fppla) =) Bi(2a—1)7.

i=1

This Hamiltonian satisfies the conditions (A1)—(A4). Hence, we can apply
our theorems to this model. The remaining task is to analyze the maximizers
of A(a) and check the non-degeneracy condition of fg,(a) = (2a — 1)P* at
these points. This problem is non-trivial, hence left for future research.

5.2 Annealed Ising model on random regular graphs

Let G,, = (V,,, Ey,) be the random regular graph of degree d > 3 with n
vertices V,, = {v1,...,v,}. The Gibbs measure of annealed Ising model is
defined as follows. For w € {1,—1}",

pn(w) o E{exp(Ho(w))},  Halw) =5 Y wwj+h) wi
(Ui,’l}j)EEn =1

where expectation is taken over the space of random regular graphs with
respect to a uniform distribution. Can (2019, Eq. (3.2) and Lemma 2.1)
proved that if o, = k/n then

fin(w) o< exp(2hk)g (B, dk, dn),
where {g(8,m,1)}m<; satisfies that

|17 log g(8,m, 1) — gs(m/1)] = O(1/1), (5.2)
|(17 " og g(8,m, 1) — gg(m/1)) — (1" log g(B, k1) — gg(k/1))| = O(|k —m|/1?),
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with

an(l—a)

e 2P(1 —2s e=48 — — 2s)?
g5a) = / (1—2s)+ \é(11+—(s) D(1—2s)%
0

S.

Therefore, with X,, = nwy, we have
:U’n(Xn = k) X exp(nAn(k:/n))
with
1 1 n
Ay (k/n) = 2hk/n + —log g(8,dk, dn) + — log (k‘)
n n
By (5.2) the function A, is well approximated by A : [0,1] — R given as
A(a) = 2ha + dgg(a) + I(a).

In particular, we can find positive constants e, d, and C, such that the
conditions (A1)-(A3) hold. Can (2019, Claim 1*) and Can (2017, Lemma
2.2) showed that

(1) if (B,h) eUd = {(B,h) : B> 0,h # 0,00 0 < < Bc,h =0} then A

has a unique 2-regular maximizer a, € (0,1);

(i) if B > B, and h = 0 then A has two 2-regular maximizers 0 < a_ <
ar =1—a_ <1

(13i) if B = B, and h = 0 then A has the unique 4-regular maximizer a, =
1/2.

Here . is the critical value of the model . = atanh(1/(d — 1)). We now
verify (A4) for the case (i7). Since h = 0, the model is symmetric and
thus pp(w) = pp(—w) and

tn(Xn = k) = pn(Xp, =n — k). (5.3)
Let k_ = [na_] and k4 = [nay]; we need to show
Ak /n) — An(ky /)] = O(n~9/2). (5.4)

Indeed, using (5.3) and (A3)

‘An(k—/n) - An(k-i-/n){
[ An((n = k) /n) — An(ks /n)
| A((n — k_)/n) — Alky /m)|+ On — b — ky|/n?)
=0(((n—k-)/n—ay)?) + O((ky/n —ay)?) + O(In — k- — ky|/n?)
=0(n?).
Here, for the third line, we used Taylor expansion at a4 and A’(ay) = 0,
and for the last one, we used ki = [nas] and a_ + a4 = 1. Therefore, (5.4)
holds when h =0 and 8 > ..

In conclusion, all the conditions (A1)—(A4) hold, and thus using Theo-
rems 2.1 and M, = 2X,, — n, we have the following.
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Theorem 5.4. Consider the annealed Ising model on a random regqular
graph.

(1) If (B,h) € U then
dw (X(Wn),]\f(O, m)) - O(n’1/2),

where
M, —n(2a, — 1)

W, =
NG

(II) If B > B. and h = 0 then
My /n Z, %52a,—1 + %52a+—1-
Moreover,
dw (L (W[ M2 — (202 = 1)] < 6.), N (0, ey ) ) = O ™72),

where
W:I: _ 14" B TL(QCL:E - 1)
" vn .

(III) If B = B. and h = 0 then

—1/4 Mn
dw (W, Y) = O(n~1/4), Wo =~

where Y o< exp(c.y?/16) with ¢, = AY(1/2)/24.

Parts (I) and (II) are the main results of Can (2019, Theorem 1.3) and
Part (1II) is the main result of Can (2017, Theorem 1.3) with a convergence
rate. The model is not linear in 8 but linear in h, and hence we can also
prove the following.

Theorem 5.5. Consider the mazimum likelihood estimator hy, of the an-
nealed Ising model on random regular graphs.

(I) If (B,h) € U then
Virlhy —h) = N (0.0,
with oy, a positive constant.
(I1) If 8 > B. and h =0 then
Vinhy = h) = U,
where
Un = pp N7(0,0,,) +py N*(0,07) + (1 = py; = pyy)db,
with p,f, O';:: positive constants.
(III) If B = Be, h =0 then
n4(hy, — h) 5 Zy,
where Zy, has the distribution as
P[Zn < 1] = P[Y(0) < E[Ya(2)]]
with Yi,(t) o< exp(cey® + 2ty) and c, = AD(1/2)/24.
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